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APR 30 1979 

Dear Colleague; 

Enclosed for your information Is the Basic Educational Opportunity Grant 
Program "End-of-Year Report" for the 1977-78 award period. For the first 
time, the "End-of-Year Report" contains general information and statistical 
tables based on merged applicant/recipient data. Also, the report includes 
a brief description of program trends for the award periods 1973-74 through 
1977-78, as well as summary tables for 1977-78 regarding various character- 
istics of Basic Grant recipients. 

It is intended that this report be used as a sunnaary status guide or 
desktop reference manual on the Basic Grant Program. 

We hope that this information will be useful to you. We appreciate your 
continuing Interest and support of the Basic Grant Program. 

Sincerely, 



Leo L. Kornfeld 

Deputy Commissioner for 

Student Financial Assistance 



Preface 



For the past several years, the Basic Grant Program Analysis Sec'tlon 
has routinely produced an End-of-tear Report intended for use as a status 
guide or desktop reference manual on the Program. Because of technical 
difficulties associated with merging millions of records on applicants 
and the recipient or award data from poscsecondary education institutions, 
previous End-of-Year Reports have been divided into two sections: Appli- 
cant Statistics and Recipient Statistics. Distributions of student char- 
acteristics were presented on "eligible applicants" and many resulting 
inferences were drawn assuming that all eligible applicants continued 
their postsecondary education plans, actually enrolled in a school and 
received awards. It has always been recognized that this assumption could 
not be supported in all instances. Within the past year, the technical 
difficulties associated with merging the separate data files have been 
largely overcome and, for the first time, the universe file consisting 
of the merged applicant and recipient files has been utilized to produce 
the 1977-78 End-of-Year Report. 

Because the Basic Grant Analysis Section has decided to use the merged 
applicant and recipient files to produce this End-of-Year Report, the 
remainder of these prefatory remarks will be devoted to outlining other 
decisions regarding the universe file which will circumscribe any infer- 
ences that can be drawn about these data. 
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1. Timeliness of Data 

The data processing industry has developed an axiom known as the "Ru-le of 90 
regarding any large data processing system. Basically, data processing ex- 
perts recognize that 90 percent of all records can be routin^y processed, 
but chat 10 percent of the transactions will concern detected problems asso- 
ciated with keypunch error, miscoding, etc. Furthermore, data processors 
anticipate that 90 percent of their time and personnel resources will be 
expended in resolving those 10 percent problem cases. 

It appears that the Basic Grant Program is not exempt from the "Rule of 90." 
Consequently, the vast majority of records are generally available for 
analysis shortly after the close of Che academic year In June, but error 
resolution on the data file requiring human intervention proceeds at a 
painstakingly slow pace as additional records are transferred from various 
"suspense" files to the "clean" universe file. 

The possibility of error is introduced by virtue of incorporating into 
Che universe of records chose which contain unresolved data problems. On 
Che ocher hand, waiting until the resolution process was completed and all 
records were on the clean file would mean that tV.is report could not be 
published in time for maximum utilization of its statistics. 
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Generally, It was observed that users truncated or "rounded" numbere'to a 
considerable degree for purposes of clarity and simplification. ' Under 
these conditions, the attempt to achieve absolutely "final" or "complete" 
tabulations became a spurious effort. 

Also, during the review of interim tabulations from Incomplete files, it 
was noticed that while the raw numbers in the data cells changed somewhat, 
the percentages tended to remain constant or were altered almost imper- 
ceptibly. This signified that the records on the suspense files were 
distributed normally throughout the population. Since users appeared more 
interested In percentage distributions rather than raw numbers, the addi- 
tional time' required to transfer several hundred, or even several thousand, 
more records to the "clean" universe file was not warranted. 

Finally the decision was made to "freeze" the file in December and report 
all statistics as collected to that point. In ho doing, readers should 
be aware that the statistics as reported herein will be subject to future 
reconciliation and the total number of recipients should grow slightly; 
but as stated above, no significant alterations in the data distributions 
are anticipated because of this. 



ERIC 



6 



Page 4 

2. Roster Reconciliation 

Another point which should be seated is that award (recipient) data are 
derived from the Student Eligibility Reports (SER) submitted by the in- 
stitutions to the Office of Education with their Institutional Progress 
Reports. This factor is noteworthy because award data as reported herein 
is synomous with "Expected Disbursements" as indicated on each individual 
SER when completed by the Financial Aid Administrators at the time they 
prepare the student financial aid packages. 

It is known, however, that some students change their postsecondary edu- 
cation plans subsequent to this point, e.g., they may change from full- 
time to half-time status later in the school year, or drop-out of school 
for the second term, etc* 

When student rosters for schools are printed, adjustments are made by 
the schools to these records, actual disbursements indicated, and the 
rosters are returned to the U.S. Office of Education. Obviously, this 
procedure introduces yet another, and somewhat considerable, time delay. 
Although it is recognized that this reconciliation process is likely to 
alter some distributions, it was concluded that users of these data 
should be aware of this fact, but that timeliness of reporting these 
data should supersede the reconciliation process. 
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3. Geographic Location 

Several of the tables included in this report distribute recipients by 
"state*' location. For the purposes of this particular demographic para- 
meter, two (2) choices were available: (1) the state o£. legal residence 
for applicants or (2) the location of the postsecondary Institutions 
which applicants attended. Obviously, needs arise for both types o£ 
distributions; but in th^ past, the most predominant request was for 
distributions of students and awards by "school location within states" 
rather than by "state of legal residence." Accordingly* the decision 
was made to distribute statistics within this report by state according 
to the location of the school. 

A. Classification of Postsecondary Institutions 

Information as to type and control of Institutions is data taken directly 
from institutional Progress Reports. During previous academic years, 
some institutions did not report level and type; thus, they could not 
be classified or categorized as either public, proprietary or private, 
non-profit. For this reason an "Other" category was established to 
Include those institutions that could not be classified. 
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During December 1977, Improved institutional level edits were Implemented 
into the SER processing system and more complete entries of available 
information on postsecondary institutions were added to the Universe file. 
Therefore, although the category "Other" which was utilized in previous 
academic years is present on the tables, there are no entries in the 
category. 

Finally, any comments or suggestions for future enhancement of this report 
should be addressed to: 



Dr. Joseph A. Vignone 

Chief, Analysis Section 

BGB/DPPD/BSFA 

Room A318, ROB-3 

400 Maryland Avenue, S.W. 

Washington, D.C* 20202 



9 



page 7 



Table 1 Summary Statistics for Cross-Year Reference 

Table 1 is a sunimary table which presents data from academic yectr 1973-74, 
the first year of the Basic Grant Program, through academic year 1977-78. 

As can be observed from the data, the Basic Grant Prograin has experienced 
almost a 750% increase in the number of applications processed from the 
first year of operation during the 1973-74 academic year to the 1977-78 
academic year. It should also be noted that during these years, the stu- 
dent population eligible for awards has been expanded from full-time 
freshmen in 1973-74 to all classes of students in 1977-78. 

One data element which needs further clarification is the category "number 
of applications returned for insufficient data." This category includes 
only those applications which were returned to students for further infor- 
mation and which were never returned to Basic Grants for re-processing. 

Of the 3.844.047 applications in 1977-78. there were 3.621.641 valid appli- 
cations, with 2.390.320 qualified applicants and 1.231.321 non-qualified 
applicants. Of the 2.390.320 qualified applicants, some 1.863.990 recipients 
in 1977-78 actually enrolled in an approved postsecondary education institu- 
tion, submitted Student Eligibility Reports, and actually received an award. 
The number of recipients in 1977-78. however, needs further clarification. 
The number of recipients which appears in the Summary Cross-Year Reference 
Table represents the total number of program recipients. Technically, recip- 
ients are classified as two distinct types: Regular Disbursement Students 
(RDS) or Alternate Disbursement Students (ADS). An RDS recipient is one who 
receives his/her grant directly from the institution he/she attends. ' However, 
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an ADS recipient receives his/her grant directly from the Basic Grant Alternate 
Disbursement Unit, which is part of the Office of Education. The reason the 
ADS recipients do not receive their grants directly from the institution is 
that they are attending an eligible institution that does not participate in 
the Basic Grant Program. Therefore, the figure that constitutes the total 
number of recipients for the Basic Grant Program is the combined total of 
RDS and ADS recipients. 

For academic year 1977-78, the number of ADS recipients is 17,910, while 
the RDS recipients figure is 1,8A6,080. Combining these two figures gives 
a total number of recipients of 1,863,990. It is important to note that 
Table 1 is the only table where the combined total of ADS and RDS recipients 
is used. All of the remaining tables in the 1977-78 Basic Grant End~of-Year 
Report will reflect only RDS recipients. Consequently, the total number 
of recipients that will appear in all of the remaining tables will reflect 
only the RDS figure of 1,846,080. 

Table 1 also presents total expenditures, which includes funding for ADS re- 
cipients as well as RDS recipients. Again it should be noted that Table 1 is 
the only table in this year's report that includes both ADS and RDS statistics. 
Consequently, the total expenditures figure of $1,587,863,624 will be altered 
in the remaining tables to reflect only RDS funding of $1,574,999,886. 

Other program variables that this Table presents are the average, minimum and 
maximum BEOic grant. Of these three variables the minimum and maximum grant 
tiave remained constant from 1975-76 to 1977-78, while the average grant has 
Increased from $763 in 1975-76 to $852 in 1977-78. 
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Table 2 Summary Staclstics by Type of Inscicucion 

Table 2 presents summary statlsclcs by type of institution. The total' number 
of institutions participating in the Basic Grant Program during academic year 
1977-78 was 4,679, which were placed into 5 type categories: Universities, 
Other Four-Year Institutions, Two-Year Institutions, Institutions with Pro- 
grams of One-Year but less than Two-Years, and Institutions with Programs of 
Six Months but less than One- Year. 

Ic should be noted that the primary distinction between universities and other 
four-year institutions is that universities award advanced degrees, such as 
graduate or laK^degrees, whereas other four-year institutions generally award 
only a baccalaureate degree. There were 1,636 two-year institutions repre- 
senting a larger, proportion than any other type of institution. Total recip- 
ients attending all types of institutions was 1,846,080. Of this total figure, 
over 75% of those recipients attended either a university or two-year institu- 
tion, with the greatest number of recipients, 793,628, attending universities. 

Funding of recipients for all types of institutions was $1,574,999,886. The 
largest disbursement of Basic Grant funds to any type of institution was 
$714,848,410 to universities. This figure represents approximately 45% of 
the total expenditures. 

Another program variable directly related to those previously mentioned 
is average grant. Overall, the average grant was $853, with the highest 
average grant being $954 for four-year institutions and the lowest average 
grant being $747 for two-year institutions. 
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Table 3A Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student ' 

Eligibility Index Range and Family Income 

Table 3A is a distribution of the total number of Basic Grant recipients 
by Student Eligibility index and Family Income. The Income class inter- 
vals are in $3,000 ranges, with the student eligibility indices in 200 
point ranges, except for the first category which indicates the number 
of recipients who received a 2ero eligibility Index. 

Basic Grants were awarded to 1.846.080 recipients. It should be noted 
that 1.110.346 recipients, constituting 60% of the total number of Basic 
Grant recipients for academic year 1977-78, reported family incomes of 
$6,000 or less. Of this 602. 658.370 recipients, constituting 35.6X 
of the total, reported family incomes of $3,000 or less. 

It is interesting to note that of the total Basic Grant recipients. 
925,017. or slightly more than 50 percent, had student eligibility in- 
dices of zero. Moreover, of those recipients with zero student eligi- 
bility Indices. 171.342 or 18.4% had family incomes of $9,001 or more. 
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Table 3B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student . 

.Eligibility Index Range and Family income ' 

Table 3B Is a distribution of total dependent recipients by Student 
Eligibility Index and Family Income. The number of dependent Basic 
Grant recipients was 1,135,947. Of this total, 621,737 dependent re- 
cipients, which constituted 54.7% of the total number of dependent 
recipients, reported family incomes of $6,000 or less. 

As Table 3& indicates, 768,485 or 67.7% of dependent recipients had 
student eligibility indices of 400 or less, with 465,821 or 41% of the 
total dependent recipients having received student eligibility indices 
of zero. Of the 768,485 dependent recipients with student eligibility 
indices of 400 or less. 436,968 or 56.9% had family incomes of $6,000 
or less. In addition, 73,242 or 6.4% of the dependent recipients had 
student eligibility indices ranging from 1,001 to 1,200. 
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Table 3C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student 

Eligibility Index Range and Family Income - 

Table 3C is a distribution of total independent recipients by Student 
Eligibility Index and Family Income* 

The total number of independent Basic Grant recipients was 710,133. Of 
this total, 488,609 or 68.7% of the independent recipients reported family 
incomes of $6,000 or less. In comparing dependent recipients to indepen- 
dent recipients, 54. 7% of dependent recipients reported family incomes of 
$6,000 or less, whereas 68.7% of independent recipients reported family 
incomes within this range. 

Moreover, 459,196 or 64.7% of independent recipients had student eligi- 
bility indices of zero. Of those Independent recipients with zero student 
eligibility indices, 319,816 or 69.5% had family incomes of $6,000 or 
less. Only 29,119 or 4.1% of the Independent recipients had student 
eligibility indices in the 1,001 to 1,200 range. 
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Table AA Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family 

Income and Grant Level 

Table AA is a distribution of cotal Basic Grant recipients by Family 
Income and Grant Level. The grant levels show ranges of awards up to 
and including the maximum award of $1, A 00. 

Of particular interest in Table AA is the total number of recipients 
who received the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,A00. During the 1977-78 
academic year. U2,596 or 1.1% of the total recipient population received 
the maximum award. Of those recipients who received the maximum award. 
50.83A reported family incomes ranging from $0 to $3,000. Another 35,180 
reported family incomes ranging from $3,001 to $6,000. These two income 
ranges accounted for approximately 60% of those recipients r living the 
maximum award of $1,400. 

Table AA also indicates that 753,206 or A0.7Z received awards of $799 or 
less. Basic Grant awards ranging from $800 to $1,399 were also awarded 
to 950,278 or 51. AZ of the recipient population. 

There were 658,370 recipients who had family incomes ranging from ^0 to 
$3,000. Of those recipients in that income range, 355,920 or 5A% received 
grants ranging from $A00 to $999. 
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Table 4B Distribution of Basic Graat Recipients by Family ; 

Income and Grant Level 

Table 4B Is a distribution of total dependent recipients by Family Income 
and Grant Level. The same grant levels and income ranges as listed in 
Table 4A are replicated in Table 4B. 

Table 4B Indicates that 621,737 dependent recipience reported family 
incomes of $6,000 or less. This constituted 54.7% of the total depen- 
dent recipients. Of those reporting family Incomes of $6,000 or less, 
445,128 or '7v2% of the total dependent recipients received grants 
ranging front $600 to $1,199. 

As shown by Table 4B, 605,324 dependent recipients received grants 
ranging from $400 to $999. This accounted for 53.2% of all dependent 
recipients. 
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Table 4C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family 

Income and Grant Level 

Table AC is a distribution of total independent recipients by Family 
Income and Grant Level. Independent recipients constituted 710,133 or 
38.5% of the total Basic Grant recipient population. 

As Table AC indicates. 385.393 or 54.1% of the independent recipients 
received grants ranging from $400 to $999 which compares to 53.6% of 
the total recipient population in these sane grant levels. 

Table 4C also indicates that 488.609 independent recipients reported 
family incomes of $6,000 or less. Of those independent recipients who 
reported family incomes of $6,000 or less. 353.284 or 49.7% of all in- 
dependent recipients received Basic Grant awards ranging from $400 to 
$1,199. In addition, 56.676 or 7.9% of independent recipients received 
the maximum award of $1.400. 
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Table 4D Discribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family 

Income and Grant Level ; 

Table 4D is a distribution of Social Security recipients by Family 
Income and Grant Level. Table 4D shows that 215,123 Social Security 
recipients received Basic Grant assistance during the 1977-78 academic 
year. Social Security recipients constituted 11.7% of the total Basic 
Grant recipient population. 

A review of Table AD shows that 120,619 or 56.1% of . the Social Security 
recipients reported family incomes of $6,000 or less. From that figure, 
70,546 or 32.8% of the Social Security recipient population, reported 
family incomes of $3,000 or less. 

Of particular interest are the grant levels for Social Security recipi- 
ents. There were 78,258, or 36.3% of Social Security recipients who 
received awards of $799 or less. Another 120,434 or 55.9% of the Social 
Security recipients, received Basic Grant awards ranging from $800 to 
$1,399. Finally, 7.6% or 16,431 Social Security recipients received 
the maximum award of $1,400. 
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Table AE Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family 

Income and Grant Level 

Table 4E is a distribution of all veterans who received Basic Grants by 
Family Income and Grant Level. Veteran recipients comprised approxi- 
mately 6% of the total Basic Grant recipient population for academic 
year 1977-78. 

Of particular interest in this Table Is the number of veteran recipients 
reporting low family incomes. Table 4E indicates that there were 71,426 
veteran recipients, which constituted 65. U of the veteran population, 
reporting family incomes of $6,000 or less. In addition, 80,877 or 73. 6S: 
of the total, veteran recipient population received Basic Grant awards 
ranging from $400 to $1,199, while 5,891 or 5.3% received the maximum 
award of $1,400. 
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Table 4F Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family ; 

Income and Grant Level 

Table 4F is a distribution of dependent veteran recipients by Family 
Income and Grant Level. Dependent veteran recipients constituted 2.7% 
of the total Basic Grant recipient population. 

An analysis of this Table indicates that 28,071 or 57. 4Z dependent 
veteran recipients reported family incomes of $6,000 or less. Of these 
28,071 dependent veteran recipients, 16,497 reported incomes of $3,000 
or less, and 9,198 or 55.6% received grants ranging from $400 to $999, 
Only 1,034 or 6.2% received the maximum &;rant. 

Of all dep'indent veterans who reported family incomes of $6,000 or less 
10,784 or 22% received Basic Grant awards of $799 or less. Furthermore 
26,654 or 54.3% dependent veteran recipients received awards ranging 
from $800 to $1,399, while 2,996 or 6.1% dependent veteran recipients 
received the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,400. 
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Table 4G Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family ; 

Income and Grant Level 

Table 4G is a distribution of total independent veteran recipients by 
Family Income and Grant Level. Total independent veteran recipients 
constituted 3.3% of the total Basic Grant recipient population. 

An analysis of Table 4G indicates that 43,355 or 71.4% independent 
veterans reported family incomes of 6,000 or less. Of this figure, 
31,947 or 52.6% of independent veteran recipients received Basic Grant 
awards ranging from $400 to $1,199. 

Another pertinent statistic is that 30,025 or 49.4% independent vet- 
erans received Basic Grant awards of $799 or less; 27,810 or 45.6% 
received awards ranging from $800 to $1,399, while 2,895 or 4.7% re- 
ceived the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,400. 
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Table SA Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Educational 

Cost Range and Grant Level ^ 



Table SA is a distribution of all Basic Graat recipients by Educational 
Cost Range and Grant Level. It should be noted that the educational 
cost ranges are in $300 increments after the first educational cost 
range of $1,500 or less. 

Table 5A indicates that 1,248,970 or 67.7% of all Basic Grant recipients 
attended postsecondary institutions where the educational costs ranged 
from $1,501 to $2,700. Also, 76,043 or 4.1% of all Basic Grant recipi- 
ents attended postsecondary institutions where the educational costs 
were $1,500 or less. These recipients received Basic Grant assistance 
of less than $799. 

Table 5A also shows that 300,746 or 16. 3X of all Basic Grant recipients 
attended postsecondary institutions where the educational costs ranged 
from $2,701 to $3,600. Also ' '^^321 or 11.9% of all Basic Grant recip- 
ients attended postsecondary institutions where the educational costs 
were $3,601 or more. 
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TABLE 9 A 

DISIHIBUIION Of BASIC CRANT AEClPIENTS BY EDiKATIONAl C0S1 AANGE AND CRANT UVEl 

AlADEHIC im 19?M6 

mm TQIAl 
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GRANT LEVEL 






cOUtAMinAL IQJT 
AANCE 


1 0 ' 

3)9 


MOO • 
799 


fBOO • 
999 


111 000 
1.199 


Mi200 ' 
li399 


iii4ao 


TOTAL 


0 - 1«S00 

HmU Or RECJPIEinS 
nm\ OF RECIPIENTS 


22.990 
1 30.2(1 


93.053 
I 69.7(1 


0 

1 0.0(1 


0 

1 0.0(1 


0 

1 0.0(1 


0 

1 cod 


76,043 
1100. DO 


liSOt ' liSOO 

NJNBcH Or RElIPItfll' 
PERCENI OP RECIPIENTS 


3(i $6S 
1 13.0(1 


10^|6T6 
( 37.2(1 


139.493 
( 49.6(1 


0 

i 0.CO 


0 

1 0.0O 


0 

1 6.0(1 


280, 736 . 

iioo.oo 


liBOl • 2||00 

HJNBcR Or RcClPJcNT) 
PERCENT OP RECIPIENTS 


1 11.1(1 


122.912 
1 27.6(1 


203.321 
1 45.9(1 


67.855 
1 15.30 


0 

( 0.0(1 


0 

1 0.0(1 


442,8(4 

tioo.oo 


j 2ilOl* 2.^00 

ilVIBER Or RECIPIENTS 
mm OF RECIPIENTS 


36.926 
1 10. Ul 


B9.2S1 
1 24.9(1 


38.429 
1 10.9(1 


194.311 
1 53.90 


4.122 
1 1.10 


0 

( 6.0O 


363,039 
IIOO.OO 


2f«0l • 2.700 

hiJHBE8 OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


1 6.9(1 


37.608 
< 23.2(1 


16.959 
< 10.40 


15.042 
i 9.20 


78.068 
1 4I.0O 


0 

1 o.oo 


162.331 
II60.0U 


2fT01 - 3.000 

MJHBER Of RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


i 9.9(1 


i 24.0(1 


1 10.0(1 


t Y til 
(Ti732 

1 lO.tO 


30|36B 
1 18.30 


44,602 
1 27.0(1 


169, 187 

aoo.ou 


3i001> 3,300 

KinotR Or RcClricNTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 

3.301 < 3i600 

mm OF REciPtENrs 


f.573 
1 10.2(1 


1B.1B9 
1 24.S(I 


B.066 
1 10.90 


6|472 ■ 
1 11.40 


9,120 
1 12.30 


22,682 
1 30.6(1 


14.122 
IIOO.OO 


L in) 

1 10.2(1 


14.572 
i 23,70 


6.560 
i 10.7(1 


6.949 
1 11.30 


7.274 
i 11.80 


19,770 
1 T2.10 


61,437 
1 160.00 


3.601» 

MJHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


26.824 
1 12, Ul 


56.256 
i 25.50 


29. 259 
( 11.40 


29.87C 
1 11.70 


30,974 
t 13.80 


59,542 
1 29.20 


' _-_ 

220,321 
II 80. CO 


TOTAL 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


21T.210 
( M.Td 


935.996 
I 29.00 


454.721 
1 24.60 


336, C31 
( IB.20 


159,526 
1 6.60 


142,596 
1 7.70 1 


1,846,080 
1100. oo 
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Tatle 5B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Educational- 

Cost Range and Grant Level 

Table SB is a distribution of all dependent Basic Grant recipients by 
Educational Cost Range and Grant Level. It should be noted that the 
educational cost ranges are in $300 Increments after the first educa- 
tional cost range of $1,500 or less. 

Table 5B indicates chat 747.-^13 or 65.8% of all dependent Basic Grant 
recipients attended postsecondary Institutions where the educational 
costs ranged from $1,501 to $2,700. Also, 32,265 or 2.8% of all depen- 
dent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary Institutions where 
the educational costs were $1,500 or less. These received Basic Grant 
assistance of less than $799. 

Table 5B also shows that 195,344 or 17.2% of all dependent Basic Grant 
recipients attended postsecondary institutions where the educational 
costs ranged from $2,701 to $3,600. Also 160,525 or 14.1% of all 
dependent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions 
where the educational costs were $3,601 or more. 
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OlSlRIJUTIflN Of m\ GRANT "5JJ5[||]|*;|{jSu^^^^^^ COJI ftMGE AND (RANT LEVEL 



CKANT LEVEL 




0 ' i,m 



Mm OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



liSOi ' liSOO 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECtPIBlTS 



liSOl ' 2,100 

hUNeER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 

MJHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



• 2iT00 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



2«T0I - 3i000 

MJHIER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



3i00l < i,m 

mm Qf RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



3i301 • 3ii00 

mm QFRECIPIENIS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 

mm OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



TOTAL 

MINOER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIBITS 



I 23.011 



16.642 
10.211 



25,393 
I 10.01) 



22)992 
i 10.01) 



9)363 
I 6.61) 



10,670 
I 9.611 



4i3M 
I 9.9tl 



sn6 

I 10.2tl 



19.661 
12.2tl 



121|3M 
I 10.611 



26)17T 



$6,6U 
I 34.411 



6Ti6$6 
26.60 



96iie6 
I 2S.0I) 



2Si094 
I 23.6tl 



0 

I 0.01) 



91,021 
I 93.311 



116i679 
I 46.61) 



2S,9US 
1 11.31) 



I O.OIj 



0 

I 0.01) 



11)122 
I '.0.4t) 



2T«141 
I 24«9tl 



)0,S90 
I 24,Otl 



9,634 
23.611 



41,261 
16.211 



UTilS2 
I 32.21) 



10,149 
I 9.9U 



I lO.kjl 



9,079 
I Sl.SII 



4,5^9 
11.2tl 



41.519 
29.90 



316.699 
( 28.011 



19,069 
I ll.at) 



266,426 
I 29.21) 



11,71? 
I lO.St) 



9,069 

I u.su 



4,620 
I 11.31) 



19,113 
( ll.SII 



209,061 
I 16.41) 



I 0.01) 



0 

I 0.01) 



I 0.01) 



2,633 
I Lltl 



S0>342 
1 47.4tl 



23,029 
I 20.0tl 



6,446 
i I4.6tl 



9,602 
I 14.211 



26,027 
I 16.211 



114,261 
I 10.011 



I 0.011 



0.01) 



I 0.01) 



0 

i 0.011 



0 

I o.otl 



26>424 
I 23.60 



12,440 
I 26.20 



11.980 
29.30 



39,076 
( 21,60 




65,920 
i 7.50 



32,265 
(100.01) 



164»906 
IICO.OI) 



293, 119 
(I0Q.0O 



224(026 
IIOO.OO 



106,090 

iioo.oo 



110,561 

iioo.oti 



^,000 
(100.00 



40,763 
(lOOlOO 



160,925 
IIOO.OO 



Iil35i947 
ilOO.OO 
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Table 5C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Educational 

Cost Range and Grant Level 

Table 5C is a distribution of all independent Basic Grant recipients 
by Educational Cost Range and Grant Level. It should be noted that 
the educational cost ranges are in $300 increments after the first 
educational cost range of $1,500 or leas. 

Table 5C indicates that 501,157 or 70. 6Z of all independent Basic 
Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions where the educa- 
tional costs ranged from $1,501 to $2,700. Also, A3, 778 or 6.2% of 
all independent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary insti- 
tutions where the educational costs were $1,500 or less. These 
recipients received Basic Grant assistance of less than $799. 

Table 5C also shows that 105,402 or 14.8% of all independent Basic 
Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions where the edu- 
cational costs ranged from $2,701 to $3,600. Also 59,796 or 8.4% of 
all independent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary insti- 
tutions where the educational costs were $3,601 or more. 



UtLl $ C 

DISTRIDUIION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY fOUCATiONAl COST AANCE ANC {RANT LEVCL 

ACAOEHic im im-n 

mmm Kmm^ 



EDUCAIIONM. COST 
AANGE 


1 0 < 

399 


1^00 < 
799 


»600 * 
999 


lliOOO - 
lil99 


11,200 - 
1.J99 


Si ,400 


TOTAl 


0 - If 500 

mm OF REClPtEHTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


14i902 
1 3^.011 


2B,BT6 
( 6S.9() 


0 

I 0.0(1 


0 

1 0.0(1 


0 

1 0.0(1 


0 

1 0.0(1 


43,778 
1100.00 


liSOl - liSOO 

MMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPiaiTS 


19,723 
1 li.9S) 


M,937 
1 U.3(l 


^6,470 
< U.7(l 


0 

1 0.0(1 


0 

i 0.0(1 


0 

1 0.0(1 


116,230 

1 100.00 


liBOl - 2ilOO 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECiPIEIJIS 


23.7B3 
i I2.$tl 


S4,6S6 
1 28.B(I 


84,6^2 
1 ^.b(l 


26,S9A 
1 M.Oli 


i 

1 0.0^t 


i " 

i ; 0.0(1 


1(9,675 

1100.00 


MOl - 2,^00 

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


14,37^ 
1 10.3(1 


33,06$ 
( 23.7(1 


: 

12,926 
< 9.2(1 


77,159 
1 55.511 


li489 
1 1.0(1 


\ 

< 

0 

1 0.0(1 


139,011 
IIOO.OO 


2iMl • 2i700 

MIHBEfl OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT if RECIPIENTS 


S,071 
( 9.01) 


12,7h 
1 22.6(1 


S,B37 
< 10.3(1 


4,093 
1 B.7(l 


27,726 
1 49.20 


■ 

0 

1 o.oo 


56,241 
(lOU.OO 


2fT0l - 3iO00 

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF AECIPlBiTS 


S,540 
1 10.111 


i2,S36 
1 22.9(1 


9,210 
1 9.5(1 


5,615 
1 10.6(1 


7,339 
< 13.40 


. 16,178 
1 33.20 


54,426 
IIOO.OO 


SiOOl > 3,300 

MINBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


3,199 
1 10.6(1 


7,599 
I 25.20 


3,007 
1 9.9(1 


3,603 
1 11.211 


2,672 
1 6.8(1 


10,242 
( 34.00 


30,122 
(100.00 


3,301 • 3,600 . 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


2ilM 
1 10.2(1 


4,938 
I 23.9(1 


2,011 
( 9.70 


2,329 
1 1I.2U 


1,472 
1 7.Ui 


7,790 
( 37,70 


t 

20,654 
1100,00 


3,(0U 

fUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT fiF RECIPIENTS 


7,163 
1 11.9(1 


M,677 
1 2^^.5(1 


6,186 
1 10.3(1 


1 ium 


4,547 
1 7.61) 


20,466 
1 34.20 




59,196 
I10U,00 


TOTAL 

mm OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIPiTS 


9S,B69 
1 13.5(1 


mm 

1 30.5(1 


1mB,29$ 
( 23.6(1 


126,950 
( 17.8(1 


49,245 
i 6,30 


56,676 
1 7.90 


710,133 
IIOO.OO L 
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Table 6A Distribution of Basic Grant Recir-fxints by Student 

Eligibility Index Range and Grant Level I 

Table 6A is a distribution of total Basic Grant recipients by Student 
Eligibility Index Range and Grant Level. The grant levels show ranges 
of awards up to and including the maximum award of $1,400. The student 
eligibility indices are distributed in 200 point ranges except for the 
first category which indicates the number of recipients who received 
zero student eligibility indices. 

Table 6A indicates that 925,017 or 50.1% of the totcil recipient popula- 
tion had student eligibility indices of zero, with 69.3% of those re- 
cipients with zero student eligibility indices receivii>g Basic Grant 
awards ranging from $400 to $1,199* In addition, 142,596 recipients, 
which constituted 7.7% of the total recipient population, received the 
maximum grant of $1,400. 

Furthermore, 401,330 recipients or 21.7% had student eligibility indices 
ranging from 1 to 400 and received Basic Grant awards of $1,399 or less. 
Also, 417,372 recipients^ which constituted 22.6% of the total recipient 
population, had student eligibility indices ranging from 401 to 1,000, and 
they received awards of $999 or less. There were 102,361 or 5.5% of the 
total number of recipients who had eligibility indices of 1,001 to 1,200. 
These recipients received awards of $799 or less. 



TABLE 6 A 

PUTRlBUriON Qf BASIC GRANT RECIMENTS fiV STUDENT ELIGKILlllf mu (tANCE AND GRANT LEVEL 

ACADEMIC VEAA DIMS 

CXAKD TOTAL 



UM,m ' GRANT LEVa 



STlfOTNT EL ICJBILITY 
irOEX RANSE 


$ 0' 




6600 - 
999 


MiOOO - 
lil99 


11.200 ' 
1.199 


ir.4oo 


TOTAL 


0 

MiHBER OF RECtPIENIS 
PEOCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


$5,672 
i 6.011 


20TiU2 
1 ZNill 


243.666 
I 26.3(1 


192.226 
I 20.n) 


63.741 

1 m\ 


142.596 
I 15.40 


925(017 
IIOO.OO 


1- 200 

MriBEH OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


a.B24 
1 3.611 


40.91( 
1 16.911 


56.111 
1 24.ni 


57.262 
i 23.711 


75.765 
1 31.40 


0 

I 0.0(1 


240(924 
IIOO.KI 


201 • 400 

MJHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


6ia$S 
1 4.211 


2t(66B 
1 11.011 


36.142 
1 23.TI) 


(6.521 
1 SJ.91I 


0 

( 0.0(1 


0 

1 Q.OO 


160.406 
1100.00 


401 « 600 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


6.632 
T 4.$tl 


2fil93 
1 19.311 


Il4i7<)2 
I 76.11) 


0 

1 0.01! 


0 

( 0«0() 


0 

( Q.0() 


150(607 
IIOO.OO 


601 • 100 

MM6ER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


U(6ie 
i U.6II 


12Si02<. 
1 8B.3II 


4 

. '.0?l 


0 

i o.oti 


0 

1 0.01) 


0 

( o.oo 


141.446 
1100.0(1 


601 - lODO 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
P£RCIt»T QF RECIPIENTS 


20.2S1 
1 16.111 


104.666 
1 63.6(1 


0 

1 O.OI) 


0 

1 0.0(1 


0 

( 0.0(1 


0 

( 0.0(1 


125(117 
IICO.OO 


1001 • IZOO 

mU OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


102(356 
i 99.9$ 1 


3 

i o.oti 


0 

1 O.OII 


0 

1 0.01) 


0 

1 0.0(1 


0 

i 0.0(1 


102(361 
. llOUiOO 


' T0T4L 

tUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


217(210 

i ii,n\ 


$3Si996 
i 29.011 


454.721 
i 24.6(1 


336.0)1 
i 16.2(1 


159(526 
1 6.611 


U2(596 
i 1M 


1.046(0(0 

iioo.oii 1 
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Table 6B 



Distribution of Baa*/, r» . « 

. ^""l^ 1' "=""=al to cable 6A with the » . 

465 R71 ^ , *<*oxe OB indicates that 

^65,821 dependent recipients, or 41^ of ' 

- ...... ' : ~ °^ 

— ...o ....... 3J; j;^-; — 

« ".U «ce..e. Basic c.ant ava«. " 
award of $1,400. 'deceived the maxi^num 

"^'"^ - st.a„t .U3.1U. 1 

recipients had ellgHiXity l„,i ^ "'"'""^"^ 

.^'♦^ or 6.42 had eligibiiitv in^-t 

bility indices ranging from l.OOl to 1,200. 

As Table 6B shows, 440 23<3 ^ 

-ss. J" ^7"^^"' — -ards o. 

-^P-nt pop... T "^'' ^"^""^ ^^-^^ - -pendent 

P PUlation. In addition, 609,788 or 53 6'/ of . 
recipients received award. . dependent 
ved awards ranging from $800 to $1 300 . 

7.5% Of the dependent re.-t . °' 

pendent recipient population received th. . 
of $1,400. "deceived the maximum award 
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TABLE 6 e 

DinRlBUriDIJ Of BASIC GRANT RECINENI$ fiY STUDENT ELIGIBILITV UDEX RANGE AND CAANI LEVEL 

ACADEHIC YEAd IfTMB 

[EPENOENT AECIPIfNTS 





GRANT LEVEL 


STUDENT ELIGlBlLirv 
ttOEX RANGE 


» 0' 


1^00 < 
199 


mo * 

999 


lliOOO • 
1)199 


lli200 ' 
Ii3(9 


11(401) 


TCTAL 


0 

NUHBtll OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT tif BECIPIENIS 


ni42i 
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1 20.9(1 
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1 I0.)(l 


Iii920 
1 li.4|) 


465(621 
1100.0(1 


1' 20D 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Df RECIPIENTS 


S(3TJ 
( 2.BII 


26(614 
1 15.011 


4S(7S6 
1 24.0(1 


45(271 
1 23.6TI 


64(990 

1 )4,ai 


0 

1 0.01) 


190(006 
llCO.Cd 


201 • m 

mm OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


3(310 
1 2.911 


U(9U 
1 1}.Q(I 


26(164 
1 23.2(1 
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0 

1 0.0(1 


0 

1 0,0(1 


112(651 
1100.0(1 


401 < iOO 

HIHBEd Qf RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


3,13t 
1 2.911 


l((S05 
1 IS.BTI 


65(631 
1 61.U1 


0 

1 o,ou 


0 

1 0.0(1 


0 

1 0.0(1 


103(772 

iioo.od 


iOl < BOO 

MUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


Biloa 

1 fl.2tJ 


90(3i4 

1 n,m 


2 

1 o.on 


0 

1 o.ou 


0 

1 0.0(1 


0 

1 o.oll 


(8(474 
II0O.0II 

69,974 
l|CO.0(l 


BOI • 1000 

MMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF AEClPieiTS 


IO.T47 
{ ll.9tl 


79,227 
1 16.011 


0 

1 o.on 


0 

1 0.0(1 


0 

i 0.0(1 


0 

t 0.0(1 


1001 - 1290 

MJHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


T3,242 

aoD.o)i 


0 

( m\ 


0 

1 o.oti 


0 

I 0.0(1 


0 

1 0.0(1 


0. 

1 1.0(1 


73,242 
IIOO.0tl 


' TOTAL 

TUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


121,)U 
1 I0.6U 


31B(69B 

1 HM 


266(426 
1 25.211 


209(011 
1 IB. 411 


114(261 
i 10. Oil 


I$i920 
1 T.SII 


Iil39it47 , 
IIOO.OI) 
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Table 6C 



Table 60 produced for l„,epe„.en. recipients who are d.scrlbuted 
by student Ellgiblltiy Index Range and Grant Level. . 

This Table shows that 459.196 or 64 77 of *„^.„ ^ 

or bu.YZ of independent recipients had 

vlth 3ero sc„de„. eligiHUl, Indices. 364,273 or 79. 2^ received 

ra„,i„8 fr« ^.00 to n.399, „lch 56.676 or 12.3% receiving 
the maximum grant. 

Pur.,er.or.. ,a.666 or X3.n of independent recipient, .ad eli.l- 
MUt. indices re„gi„, fro» Z to 400, 123.152 or 17.3. ha« ell.i.iuty 

indices ranging fron, 401 to lOOOi and 29 119 or i 

mo ^a.iis or 4.14. had student eligl 
blUty Indices ranging from 1001 to 120O. 
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Table 7A 



Distribution of n^ai ^ o 
TabZe 7A ,ho», the distribution of Basic r 

.-.t. i„ t.i3 1.. ; 

l-'^.O^O Basic crant recipients. 628 att . . 
and 623,754 al:c»„j ^ "tended universities 

.'54 attended t„o-year Institutions Th. n , 
enrolled at these two tv . recipients 
recipient.. ^ - over 7. 

As Table 7A shows, 359 612 

. "^,612 or approximately of = 

recipients enrolled in . ^'^""^ 
nrolled in universities had student eli.ih.^. 

versifies ha. , , "^^^^^^^ --^^^^ in uni- 

^ eligibility indices in the 1 to 200 r 
comparison, 355 op^ „^ ° '^^"Se. In 

^56.?., or approxi«:ately 57% of the recinl ' . 
In two-year instir, m »^ecipients enrolled 

year institutions had student eUa-fu.w 
72 4S7 • eligibility indices of zero 

^2.451 or approximately 12. had student elieibi.. 
1 to 200 range. eligibility indices in the 
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mil 7 A 

OlSlRiBUIIOfl OF BASIC CflANf REClPlENIS ti SIliOfNT EUGiaiLllY INDEX RANGE ANO TYPE OF INSIjlUIION 

ACADEHIC YEAH l9?7-7a 

CRAMt TOIAL 

UM,m m Of iNsriiuiioN^ 
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1 YEAR 
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0 

MIHBER OF AECIFIENrS 


)S9i612 


136i2)3 


356)966 




44.404 


A 
U 


/111 


1 • 200 
HIKBER OF REClPlENIS 
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Table 7B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student 

Eligibility Index Range and Type of Institution 

Table 7B indicates the distribution of dependent Basic Grant recipients 
by Student Eligibility Index Range and Type of Institution. 

Dependent Basic Grant recipients .ohow the same trends in enrollment and 
student eligibility index as the total recipient population. As indi- 
cated by the table, 536,455 or approximately 47% were enrolled in uni- 
versities and 326,624 pr almost 29% were enrolled In two-year instltutloas. 
thus accounting for approximately 76% of the dependent recipients. 

Of the 536.455 dependent recipients enrolled in universities. 207,034 
or 38.6^ had student eligibility indices of zero and 91.097 or 17% had 
student eligibility indices in the 1 to 200 range. This same trend is 
shown In two-yea? institutions, with 152.825 or 46.8% of the 326.624 
dependent recipients having student eligibility indices of zero and 
53.708 or 16.4% with student eligibility indices in the 1 to 200 range. 
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Table 7C 



XlgiblXlty Index and Type of Institution. 
As indicated by Table 7C. 297 130 inH» . 

in independent recipients v.ve enrolled 

in two-year institutions, which accounted for 41 8% of tH . 
reclol.n^c T independent 
recipients, in addition, 257 173 „^ . 

. , • ^ " approximately 36% of the indepen- 

dent recipients were enrolled In . 

types Of . diversities. Altogether, these two 

types of nsticutions accounted for over 78?' of . 

"'^'^ ^^'^ °f the independent 

recipients, 
addition 152 «;7fl 
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Table 8A 



^^^^^ ^^^^^ a. 

As indicated by Table 8A 793 fi9ft 

• '^3,628 or approximately 43^ of ^K n 

24.8Z received grants ta the $800 to S999 „ 
A" additional 186,353 or 23 ■ 

'-"ved grants rang... fro„ 5400 to S799 c„ , 
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However, the trends for the 623.754 or 33 8. of 
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institutions were somewhat different. Some 238 542 
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- -erage grant at t^ el /"^'^^^ " 
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and another 336.031 or 18 J?- . 

18.2^ received grants in the $1.000 to $1 190 
range. Approxiniately 727 of 
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Table 8B 



Sr'aSt '^"IPl^nts and Average' 

want by Type of Insdcutlon and Granc Level 



Table SB shows the distribution of dependent Basic Grant recipients and 
average grant by Type of Institution and Grant Level. 

As Tnbl. 8B indicates. 536.45S or approximately 47. of the dependent 
recipients enrolled in universities. Over 73J of those dependent re- 
clpients enrolled In universities received grants ranging fro» 5400 to 
51.199. „ith ;..7.767 or 23.8^ in the 5400 to 5799 range. There were 
140.058 or 26.1% m the 5800 to 5999 ran^e, and another 128.409 or 
23.9% received grants In the 51.000 to 51,199 range. The average 
grant for dependent recipients enrolled in universities was 5898. 

AS shown in Table 8B. of the 326.624 dependent recipients enrolled in 
two-year institutions. 122.261 received grants ranging fron, 5400 to 
5799 and another 107,817 received grants ranging from 5800 to 5999. 
11.^ average grant at two-year Institutions for dependent recipients 
was $766. 

Moreover, of the 1,133.947 dependent recipients. 318.898 received grants 
in the 5400 to 5799 range. Another 286,426 received grants in the 5800 
to 5999 range and an additional 209.081 received grants ranging from 

$1,000 to $1,199. Approximatelv 727 of ^t,= a 

t't'r ximaceiy J2/. of the dependent recipients received 

grants ranging from $400 to $1,199. 
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Table 8C 



Table 8C ,ho„s the distribution of i..epe„ae„t Basic Orant recipients 
and average grant by Type of Institution and Grant Level. 

AS indicated by Table 8C. 297.130 of the independent recipients were 
enrolled in two-year institutions. Of thesa independent recipients 
116.281 received grants ranging fro» 5400 to ,799 and 89.466 received 

grants ranging from $800 to S99q t>,= 

$yy9. The average grant at two-year 

Institutions for Independent recipients was $726. 

Another 257,173 Independent rec^n^o„^ 

penaent recipients were enrolled In universities, 

with an average grant of $904. Of these inw. ^ 

ur these independent recipients, 58,586 

received grants ranging from $400 to $799 56 7ao , . 

V uu CO ^./yy, 56,768 received grants In 

$1,000 to $1,199. 
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Ulty I„de. Rang. Ed„c«lon.l Cost Range, ' 

* °^ '".017 B,slc Grant recipients . . 
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Table 9B Dlstrlbucion of Basic Grant Recipients by Student ^ 

Sltgibllity Index Range and Educational Cost Range 

Table 9B indicates the distribution of dependent Basic Grant recipients 
by Student Eligibility Index Range and Educational Cost Range. 

As shovn in Table 9B, 465,821 or Ul% of the dependent recipients had 
student eligibility indices of zero. Of these dependent recipients, 
107,607 or 23. IX were enrolled in institutions with educational costs 
ranging from $1,801 to $2,100. 

Also, 253,189 or 12.2% of all dependent recipients were enrolled in 
institutions with educational costs ranging from $1,801 to $2,100. 
Within this cost category, 107,607 or approximately 42% had student 
eligibility indices of zero. 
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Table 9C 



TaMe ,c shows che «s„i.„.i„„ ,„,^,„,„, 

by Student EllslblUty I„de, R,„,e and Educational Cost Ra„,.. 

As Table 9C indicates A5Q lOfi 

icatas, 459,196 Independent recipients Had zero student 

eligibility indices, of which t7i 

ot Which 123,511 or 26.8% ware enrolled In Insti- 
tutions with educational costs ranging ,ro. n.BOl to 52,100. 

AS Shown in i,hle ,c, 169,675 or 26. n o, the Independent recipients 
were enrolled In Institutions with educational costs ranging frS,, „.soi 

to $2,100. t)f this number 123 5n 

inber. 123.511 or approximately 65% had zero student 

eligi' lity indices, while onlv 7 <;9A „ 

wniie only 7.524 or approximately A% had student 

eligi.ility indices in the l.OOl to 1.200 range. 
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M6L£ 9 c 

oiJiRiBuiioN OF e«ic am mmmi t\ mm mmu mm mm m mhumi ccsi urn 



iMEUcieiUTy 

IN0(X RANGE 


0 - 


1501' 
lAfln 

IDVU 


1001 - 


2101' 
2400 


2401 - 
2700 


2701 - 
3000 


3001 - 
3300 


3301 - 
3(00 


360U 


TOTAL 


0 

PCRCENT aECIPlENtS 




75.922 

i tk tkt\ 




B2,998 
1 16 •Oil 


36.540 
1 7.9t) 


36,109 
i 6.011 


21.234 
( 4.6SI 


14,027 


36,627 
1 7.90 


459, 196 
1100.0(3 


1- 200 

NUHtEft mmm 

PEBCENT KECIPIEHTS 


2i$T2 


7i509 




Ui3Z7 

1 


4.406 
1 8.6f| 


4,060 
i 8.011 


2.258 
1 4.4t| 


1,18$ 
I 2.91) 


4,621 
( 9.0(1 


50,918 
IIOO.OO 


201 ' ^00 

NliflaEll AECIPlENtS 
PtRCEMT HEClPlEHfS 




7.633 
i M arl 




10.S5( 
1 22«!.{| 


3.790 
i 7<9SI 


3,510 
1 7.311 


Ii779 
1 ).7I| 


1.271 
I 2.40 


4,26$ 
1 8.911 


47 , 748 

(1^.0(1 


40l • 400 

HilKBER RECIPIENIS 
PERCENT AEClPIENrS 


2i292 

1 S<Dll 


7.489 


1 27411 


9.954 
1 224II 


3.405 
1 74911 


3,006 
1 6.611 


1.500 
1 3.311 


1.160 
1 2.511 


4,0)3 
1 8.911 


45,035 
1100,(1) 


iOl • 600 

pehcent aecipients 


2.117 


7,05^ 


11,790 

i ^ ^ 4 mi 


9.424 
1 21.911 


3.135 
( 7<2II 


2,941 
i 6,611 


li455 
i 3.311 


tiUl 
I 2.5(1 


3)940 
1 9.111 


42i iU 
1100.011 


801 ' (000 

NUKfifR AECIPlENIS 
PERCENI ilEClPlEm 


( 4.2tl 


1 u.itJ 


^602 
1 27.311 


7,9^1) 
1 22.5U 


2.664 
I 7.5tl 


2.299 
1 (.5(1 


1.023 
( 2.9(1 


677 

1 2.4{|, 


3.4O0 
1 9>6I> 


35,143 

MDA All 


1001 • 1200 
NUHOERmi^lENtS 

mm REciPiENrs 


1.310 
1 hMI 


( 16.11) 


7,524 
1 29,S» 


6<eio 

1 23.3U 


2,301 
( 7.9(1 


1.972 
i 6.7(1 


873 
1 2.9(1 


723 
( 2.4(1 


2.910 
1 9.911 


2f,U9 
1100.011 


mn 

NWn AfClflEN?) 

?miH} recipients 


0,170 
1 6.111 


U6,i30 
( 16,311 


U9,i7} 
{ 26.711 


139,011 
1 19.Sti 


56,241 

i 7.9n 


54,626 
( 7.611 


30il22 
1 4.2(1 


20t6S4 
1 2.9(1 


59. 79* 

i i.4;i 


7(0,133 

1100.(11 1 
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Page 35 
Table lOA 



Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Famllv' 
Income Range and Educational Cosf Range 



Table lOA Indicates che distribution of Basic Grant recipients by FaUly 
tncoM Range and Educational Cost Range. 

TabU 10* Shows that a total of 1.086.»9 or app™i..t.l, 3n of th, 
Basic Grant recipients had educational coats ranging fro„ n, 01 to 

$2,400, of that number 2ftn 7ifi ^-^ « 

nuraoer, /80,736 or approximately 5Z of all Basic 

=rant recipients were enrolled In Institutions „ltH costs ran«„, fro„ 
«.50l to 51,800. Another 442,864 or approximately 24. of all recip- 
ients had costs in the 51.801 to 52,100 educational costs ran^e and 
363,039 or appro=cl.atel, 2,X of recipients enrolled In Institutions 
with costs ranging from $2,101 to S2,400. 

Bj- far the largest number of students In each of these three educa- 
tional cost ranges reported family incomes of $3,000 or less. As 
ahown in lable lOA. 107.433 or appro,ln.tely 38. of the recipients 
with educational costs ranging fro„ 51,501 to 51.800 had family 
incomes in the ,0 to «,0OO range. In addition. 159,622 or appro,!- 
«ately 36% of the recipients with educational coats In the SI. 801 to 
52.100 range had family incomes ranging from 50 to 53,000. Also. 
126.147 or approxlr ..ely 352 of the recipients with educational costs 
ranging from 52.101 to «,400 had family Incomes l„ the 50 to 53.000 

range, of the 1,846,080 total recipients 1 lln 

ipiencs. 1.110.346 or approximately 

eo'4 of the Basic Grant recipients had fatnlly Income, of $6,000 or 



less. 
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UDU 10 A 

oiJiRiiiiiiiofi OF am am mmm ay nm man mni m mmm cost mi 











1 mt 


1 0 - 
3iD00 


t.3001 - 


trOOQ 


19001 ' 
UiOOO 


H200I - 
ISrl'dU 


I1S.QQ1 ( 


torn 


HUHtER Of iKdPIENlS 


29. W 
1 39.32) 


20,371 

1 4»0% III 


1 16.211 


7i366 
1 9.411 


3)9)9 
1 $.111 


2|O0l 
1 2.711 


76)04) 

1 too. Oil 


1 iiSOl - iieoo 

MEn OF mtmi 

\fUm\ OF RECIFIEMS 




71)440 


♦7i9<»i 
1 17.011 


29)370 
1 10«4|| 


15)910 
1 $.611 


0)612 
1 3.011 


200)136 

lioo.oii 


1(001 'jilOQ 

\mm OF hecipkhis 

iFERCEMt CF AEClPlEfin 




1 ii Ctrl 

1 Z4«!ll 


79i72? 
< 19.011 


50iOZl 
1 11.211 


28i3eS 
1 6.4(1 


16.369 
I 3.6)1 


■ 

442.064 
1100.0)1 


1 laoi - 21^00 

\mm OF A£C|PlEt|tS 

Ipekcfn) of RECiPiEnn 




S7i6)6 


64 (902 
i I7i6(l 


44i44^ 
1 12.211 


24i019 
i U\\ 


iSiOAt 
( 4.1(1 


j 363109 
' 1100.0)1 


NUNBEII OF REClPlEljfS 

Ipeacei of mifmn 






9l Cox 


l(iO)4 

1 ii.ni 


10.213 
1 6.3)1 


1 3.6 >l 


! 

162,331 
(100.0)1 


1 2f?Qi - i,m 
mm^ of fiEciPiENrs 

IpHICENT of RtCIPlEMlJ 




39(767 

'■- — -II— l«-l,|-»^,.i.ni«.,^. 


1 A 1! Ml 

29i$0l 
I I7.8|i 


20tl09 

( i2.ni 


lli249 
1 6.6)1 


A.»26 
1 ^♦HIl 


165,107 
1100.0)1 


3)001 - 3(300 

Uwm of recipient 

PERCENT OF REClpiENtS 




Ifl«267 
1 24<6|| 


13, $14 
I 10.211 


0)721 
I 11.7)1 


4,962 
1 i.6)) 


3,016 
.1 4.0)1 


74)122 
(100.0)1 


3t901 « 3,(00 
hm OF RECIPIENrS 

Ipercen? of mnmi 


20,924 
1 34,0)1 


14.177 
1 24. 


11-331 

1 16.211 


• r527 
1 12. 2U 

29,649 
1 13.411 


4,444 
( 7.2)1 


2.S42 
( 4.111 


(1,437 
1100.0)1 


NUtWEfi ,UF RECIPIEHTS 

pfRCENf OF mnmi 


70,04$ 
( 32. Ul 


SO, 666 
1 23.011 

4!l,«7i 
1 2«.4X| 


^0,12} 
1 10.411 


17)40$ 
I 7.MI 


11)013 
1 4.911 


< 220)321 

iiop.oti 


TQt/ll 

kUHtER OF mfmn 

1 PlflCENr CF flFCIPlEHTS 


($01 370 
1 35.61(1 


327.530 
1 17.ni 


21$)306 
1 11.611 


121.374 
1 A.SKI 


71.524 
1 3.611 


1)046.000 
1100,011 
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Page 36 



Table lOB 



by Family ,,„^^ Ed„c«l„„.l CO.. Range. 

224,028 or IQ 77 * 

means that 641 

o^J..723 or approximately 56% of a 

J-y ot)^ of all dependent recipients 

lents had ta»ily „ 

,„ ,,, ' ^nil °f that number, 

37.15a or app„.^a.ex, 2n .ere en.oUed .n insU.n„o„. ...h 
educational co.ts ranging fro. «.601 to ».100. 
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mi 10 9 

OtSTfllBUTION Of BASIC CRAW RECIMBTS IV FAHIlY INCOHE mi AND EOUCAllllNAl CO$I Uhit 

ACAOEHIC YEAR W-U 



Kmm mnmi 



FAMIIV INCOHE ftANSE 



EOUCAIKMAI. COST 
RANGE 


» 0 - 
3i000 


13001 - 
6(000 


16001 - 
9(000 


69001 - 
12(.O00 


H2001 ' 
19(000 


US(001 * 


TOTAL 


0 - liSOO 

NUNBEA OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


10(939 
1 33.911 


7(896 
t 24.4tl 


9(645 
1 17.411 


4(102 
I 12.711 


2i401 
1 7.4]) 


1(282 
( 3*91) 


32(269 
1100.01) 


liMl • litOO 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


SB|042 
1 3S.2U 


39(429 • 
t 23.911 


26(931 
1 17.911 


20(093 
1 12.211 


11(679 
1 7.01) 


6(316 
1 3.811 


1(4(506 
1100.01) 


liSOl • 2il00 

NUteER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


I0i532 
t 31.SII 


56(620 
1 22.311 


47(613 
( K.BU 


34il41 
1 13.711 


21(217 
1 1.31) 


12(296 
1 4.Bt) 


293(189 

tioo.oi) 


ZflOl - 2(400 

NURBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


69(757 
1 31.1St 


49ill9 
t 22.211 


41(656 
1 1A.9II 


31(986 
1 14.211 


19(073 
1 8.911 


11(667 
( 9.21) 


224 ( 020 
1 100.01) 


2i40l - 2«T00 

MHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


37(013 
1 34.a(i 


24(912 
t 23.111 


18(294 

1 


13i«0B 
t 12.611 


1(040 
i 7.91) 


4(751 
1 4.41) 


106(090 

tioo.ou 


2tT0l • 3|000 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENrS 


3Si704 
i 32.211 


24(072 
t 22.411 


20(216 
1 ll.3ti 


19(281 
< 13.811 


1(971 
i 8.11) 


9(449 
t 4.911 


110(961 
1100.01) 


JiOOl ' ]|3Q0 

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


13(992 
( 30.CII 


9(B63 
( 22.411 


1(399 
t 19.011 


4(193 
t 13.911 


3(724 
1 8.4IJ 


' 2(269 
t 9.111 

. , . ■ 1 


44(000 

i 100.01): 


. 3i30l • 3.600 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


12(49B 
( 30.611 


9(110 
I 22.311 


1(7(1 

1 im\ 


9(121 
1 14.211 


3(923 
( 8.611 


2(043 
( 5.011 


.40 ( 783 

tioo.oo 


3i60l » 

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


46(766 
( 29.111 


34(629 
1 2U9(I 


30(B55 
i 19.011 


24(298 
t 19.111 


14(797 
i 9.21) 


9(420 
1 S.Bt) 


160(929 
1100.01) 


TOTH 

• 

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


364(647 
i 32.111 


296(090 
1 22.61) 


209(350 
1 lll.4ti 


199(990 
( 13.711 


93(421 
1 8.20 


95it69 
( 4.80 


1(135(947 
(100.011 
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Page 37 
Table IOC 



TaMe xoc t„.i.,.es ..e ..3.ri.„..o„ ^^^^^ ^^^^^ 

recipients Fa.U, :„co„. Range an. E^noaUonal Cos. Hange. 

in-penaen. ..p.en.s s,». sl^Ua. „e..s . .He .apen.e„. .acipian.s 
and the total «eipi.nt population. .If ....,i, 

institutions „lt„ e.„.atlonal oosts ranging ..o. ,1.50X to «..„„. „, 
all independent recipients. xa6.230 or 16... had educational costs of 
^1.-1 to n.SOO. another lS,..n or .e... had costs o. ,1.801 to «.100 
- 13,.on or 1,.3. enrolled In Institutions .th educational costs 
ranging from 42,101 to $2,400. 

As indicated by Table IOC. 488,609 or 68 77 of th. -, ^ 

oo./x of the independent recip- 

or earoued in Institutions .1th educational costs ranging fro. 

$1,801. to $2,100. 
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INOEKNOENf aECIPIENTS 



lAfilE 10 C 

DlSTRIBUrlON Of BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS fiV FANIU INCOME RANGE AND EDUCATIONAL COST RANGE 

ACADEMIC VEAR 1977-76 
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FANILY INCOHE RANGE 



EOUCAf (QNAl COST 
RANGE 


» 0- 
3(000 


13001 - 
6(C00 


16031 - 
9(000 


19001 - 
12(000 


812001 - 
15(000 


115.001 i 


TOTAL 


0* usoo 

NUN8ER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


lBi«68 
1 4}.3ti 


12i475 
1 28.411 


6(734 
( 15.3(1 


3(264 
( 7.4(1 


1(538 
1 3.5(1 


799 
1 1.6(1 


43il7a 
I loo. GO 


ItSOl ' lilOO 

NUNtER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


49(391 
1 42,4fi 


32(011 
1 27.511 


19(012 
( 16.311 


9(277 
I 7.9(1 


4(243 
1 3.6(1 


2.296 
( 1.9(1 


116(230 
1100.00 


lilOl • 2il00 

MJNfiER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


79i090 
1 41.611 


52illB 
( 27.411 


32i046 
1 16.8(1 


15(180 
( 8.0(1 


7(168 
1 3.70 


4.073 
1 2.1(1 


le9((7S 

1100.00 


2<I0I • 2(400 

NUNOER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


$6(390 
1 40.5SI 


37(747 
( 27.111 


23(246 
1 16.711 


12(463 
1 8.9(1 


5(746 
1 4.1(1 


3,419 
( 2.4(1 


139(CU 
1100.00 


2i401 • 2(700 

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


23il40 
( 41.111 


1S(672 
1 27.BII 


9(302 
1 16.511 


4.666 
1 8.3(1 


2.213 
1 3.9(1 


1,228 
1 2.1(1 


56(241 
1100.00 


2(701 • 3(000 

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


22(009 
1 40.21) 


14(915 
1 27.31) 


9i2l5 
1 16.611 


4(828 
1 6.8(1 


2(278 
i 4.1(1 


1.361 
1 2.50 


54.626 
1100.00 


3(001 • 3(300 

MINBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT CF RECIPIENTS 


:2i030 
( 39,911 


8(424 
( 27.911 


5(115 
1 16.911 


2(566 
1 6.5(1 


1.238 
1 4.1(1 


747 
{ 2.40 


30(122 
llOObOO 


3(301 • 3(600 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


8(426 
1 40.7SI 


5(667 
1 27.411 


3(442 
t 16.611 


1(699 
i 8.2(1 


921 
1 6.4(1 


499 
1 2.4(1 


io.es4 
. uooioo 


3f60l t 

MUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


24.079 
1 40,211 


16(0^7 
1 26.01(1 


10(066 
1 16.8(1 


5,391 
1 9.0(1 


2.608 
1 4.30 


1.593 
I 2.60 


''59( 796 
1100.00 


TOTAL 

mn OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


293($23 
1 41.311 


195(086 
t 27.41) 


II81I8O 
1 16.60 


59,336 
1 8.3(1 


27.953 
1 3.90 


16.035 
1 2.20 


710(133 
1100.00 
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Page 38 
Table 11 



Sugary Statistic, by Type of Control of Institution 

T.bXe 11 presents s s„™.„y of lotsl Expenditures, Total- Recipients 
and Average Grant by Type and Control of Institution. 

Of the three institutional controls (Public. Private Kon-Profit 
Private Prof it-MaUn.) , Public Institutions received the largest share 
(«.064.630.953). approximately 68. of the total Basic Grant expendi- 
-res. Private Profit-Ma.ing Institutions received the s^Uest share 
(n^O.ne.nsy. approxi^tely Of the total expenditures. Public 
institutions had 1.318.055 recipients in 1977-78 and Private Profit- 
Making Institutions had 162.733 recipients. 

Despite the fact that Public Institutions had the largest expenditures 

and number of reciDienro fu^-t^ 

recipients, their average grant was $807. In comparison. 

the average grant at Private Non-P^-^p-f ^ t 

rxvate Non-Prof it Institutions was $1,011 aad 

the average grant at Private Prof■f^ m^i,^ 

rxvate Profit-Making Institutions was $865. The 

lowest average grant, $566. was at P„KT-f„ t 

was at Public Institutions with Programs 

Of one Year but less than X.0 .ears. The smallest nb,ber of recipients. 
504. were enrolled in Private Hon-Profit Institutions with Programs of 
Six Months but less than One Year. 

Again, it Should be noted that the category .'Other" has been included 

in Table 11, although there are no entries in 

no entries in this category resulting 

from improved methods of data Prf^^■fr,» ■( 

or aata editing in the computer processing of 

Basic Grant records. 
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Table ii 

BASIC GRANT EXPENDI TURESt RECIPlENTSo AND AVERAGE 
GRANT BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTION 11977-78) 
ACAOEHIC YEAR 1977-78 



TYPE OF INSTITUTION 


TOTAL 
EXPENOITURES 


TOTAL 
RECIPIENTS 


AVERAGE 
GRANT 


TOTAL PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS 


S|f064f620f953 


If3|8f055 


$807 


Universities 




030 f V 1 f 


S87S 


Other 4 year 


1 1 03a860 afli? 


1 1 Q > 1 19 

1 1 y f 1 Jc 


t87| 


2 YEAR 


t380f 793ff645 


534 f 098 


t7l2 


1 YR BUT LESS THAN 2 YRS 


S3f656f72l 


6 #459 


S566 


6 H0NTH5 BUT LESS TKAI« \ YR 


S949f969 


If449 


S65S 


TOTAL PRIVATE f NON-f^AOFIT 


S369f452f208 


365f292 


SitOII 


UNIVERSITIES 


tI3aflA3^alOI 


1 JD 9 TF» 1 


S| f 02fl 


Other 4 year 


* 1 7C tor 1 f rOj 


1 O 1 CAY 

■▼I t b^ff 


S| f DOS 


2 YEAR 


S36ff770ff904 


36f 387 


Sit OlO 


1 YR BUT LESS THAN 2 YRS 


S704f 708 


863 


S6IIS 


6 H0NTH5 8UT LESS THAN | YR 


<46Q ■ 717 




S932 


TOTAL PAlVATEf PR0F|T-HAKIN0 


Sl40»926f725 


I62f733 


S86S 


UNIVERSITIES 


t653f533 


720 


S907 


OTHER 4 YEAR 


S6f563t929 


7f III 


S923 


2 YEAR 


S48f64lf32l 


53 #269 


S9I3 


1 YR BUT LESS THAN 2 YRS 


S24»n64f958 


28f800 


SA63 


6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN | YR 


S60»20af984 


72ta33 


S826 


OTHER 


SO 


0 


So 


TOTAL 


S|f574f999f886 


|fA46t060 


Sfl53 
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Table 12 



-Ue U .HOW. .He a.„.,„...„ , ,,,,, ^^^^^ 
Control of Institution. 

As Indicated by Tahlp 15 « i.. l 

«>y Table 12. only three states had .ore than 100.000 re- 

clpients. these being New York with 206.451 Calif om-r . u 

^OfHji, California with 181,290 

and Texas with 102 fi^A tk^ 

' ^'^''--^^-e number of recipients In these 

three states represented 490.575 or 26 fi-/ p u 

u.:'75 or 26.6^ of the total number of Basic 

errant recipients. However, it should be noted that the category -.U 
".S. Trust Territories had a recipient fig..e of 100.718. 

Xn Public institutions, si. ..^tes had .re than 50.000 recipients. 

These Six states. California. New York. Texas Illino-r 

lexas. Illinois. Florida and 

Michigan had a collective total of 529 850 r^.-r . 

or 3^y.850 recipients or 40.2% of the 

entire recipient population for PuWic Institutions. 

-Me U .Xso. indicates tHat in Pri„.. »on-Pro.it institutions nine 
e-- CaU.ornia. iUinoi^. „as=acHusetts. Vor.. „ortH CaroUna. 

0.000. XHese nine states accounted .or or .S.e. o. tHe recip- 

ient figure for Private Non-Prof it Institutions. 

-..-ts in Private Prof it-Ma.in. Institutions aocounte. for I..,33 
r . . Of tHe total recipient population. Of tHese Ua..33 recipients 
^ Private Profit-Ma^in, Institutions. 33. „ere enroUea in 

institutions located in California. »e„ Vor. and Pennsylvania.' 
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REClflENIS 



lOTALS 



liisruiHurioN of h»sic grunt hecipienis 

Ur SUTE AND COHrHOL OF iNSrilUtlUN 
ACADEHIC YE«R WHi 



PUflLIC 



PHlVAlEi NnN-PHOFIT 



J65i292 



mmi, 



OTHER 



lOTAL 



ltB46ill80 



ARIZONA 



CAUrORN|A 



COLORADO 



CONNECtlCDl 



UELAMARE 



01 ST OF COLUriflU 



FLORIOH 



G EOROIA 



ami 



om 



20W66 



ITi6]H 



3il)0J 



Mi 



Jlli56. 



^63 



.im. 



Iild6 



Jllill 



29A 



4 1 920 



JliSIlL 



Jilil 



A33 



Htm. 



Jim. 



3i99S 



H>562 



2iU7 



ilML 



3^9 



4i477 



MliL 



MM. 



22L 



25t224 



lfllt29fl 



14tb04 



36iU55 



4iU66 



4i757 



OKA 

KANSAS 



ia»!>?4 



10»367 
14fl45 



5.406 



6iS06 



St677 



M. 



17*530 



KENTUCKY 



LOUISIANA 



HAIWE 



MARYLAND 



HASSACHUSFTT? 



MINNESOTA 



MISSISSIPPI 

ITI sSouHl 



MONTANA 



iitbflfl 



26>02? 



2^'H05 



26.297 



il>i)3l 



26i429 



5t266 



3.578 



4.324 



1.893 



2.656 



19.054 



5.972 



JiMl. 



7.876 



ill 



1.418 



3.927 



.tiM. 



507 



1. 056 



4.163 



1.833 



1.087 



2i5|8 



JiL 



43»U64 



BtUOO 



48.022 



l47Tiir 



36.f9r 



"TOT 



"mTT 



■ ■NEBRASKA 



. N EVADA 
NEi< HAMPSHIRE 



9>085 



2i4|9 



84 



279 



12.342 



NEW MEXICO 



NEW YORK 



NORTH CAROLINA 



NORTH DAKOTA 



OHIO 



.OKL AHOMA 
OREGON 



PENNSYLVANIA 



RHOD E ISLINU 



SOUTH CAROLINA 



SOUIH DAKQIA 

J£1ESS£L_ 



UIAH 



-JEHMIL 



VIRGINIA 



.l(AS|l(NCION_ 



.MESIJlHGINiL 



JIIStONSjN 
JTOHINR."" 



ALL OIIIEHS 



JiilOIlL 



.l ?«B7 I 



I36.26B 



37ib4Z 



4Si653 



25tU05 



19.002 



3lidOO 



40% 



18.461 



bi/70 



24iS|9 



ll|W09 



Ml 



2tbH2 



22«'<<(0 



2|it)3b 



Ii99fl 



3ll«J7n 



1.900 



43.917 



10.599 



AIL 



13.220 



3.376 



1.941 



19.747 



ft 1 797 



1)891 



JiilHS 

2ir 



H.442 



2.815 



1.819 
"3."9ir 



0 



59.1IB 



JiL 



903 



26.266 



1.973 



6.393 



J.S57_ 
|T24 5 



11.189 



839 



3.042 



leT 



6.940* 



307 



35 



2.026 



_2.069 

i.i2r 



nj2 



3.222 



4.944 



iSlill 



IS. 



73 



206.451 



loTiir 



lTT3r 



65.266 



22.188 



ini4r 



7.442 



TOT 



10.663 

IZTBTT 
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and control of Institution. 
As Indicated in Table 13 

...... j;: 1 - 

- ...... »:;:::;::::r 

total expenditures, while totM . 
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DISTRieUTiON OF BASIC GKtNT EXPENDITURES 
BY STME m CONTROL OF INSrHUTlON 
mmt YEAR 197?'78 




107 



